















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































e o I e i ™

S S— S—
059 INDEX DECISIONS INDEX
PAGE
Violations of, not shielded on account
of conscience ,.......... . . ... . Harwood v Charles City........ OR
SCHOOLS
Reopened when conditions warrant
2 R D s R Patrons v No. 4 Jacksony, .. ... 104
SITES, SCHOOL
Location:
Choice of electors to be considered., .Jacoby v Nodaway............ 378
Convenience of all concerned, con-
BB ey teed v Eagle! SN S 307
Jolsom v Cenfor, iyt e 8 8= 387
Waskow v Center.,,, ... " 459
Arnold v Richland....,, . ~~ " 456
.l:n"nh}' Vv :\'-hnri:}_w:ly ____________ 378
Espeseth v Linecoln No. 1 516
Desirability depends on physical
features as well as location., ... .. Lohman v Woodlea#,, . .= °* 007
Distance not so important where
children usually drive......... . Beck v Jefferson.,..,.. . .. 167
Should be pguRlizad s, s oo | Severeid v K 1eld berao et 403
tirickson v Coburg.. ., . '~ " 41G1
Should be considered with age and
road conditions ............ . Shea ‘v Bilot, . JISSESEEE e & 484
Future probabilities considered....Arthur v Pairway,,, =~ "' " 376
Woods v Brighton.,, . =~ " 375
May be chosen though old site not
disposed of .............. . Dear v Johns. .. SIS & 15 473
Must be on public road........... Baxter v Bear Grove.,. .. . . 42(0)
Need not be at time of purchase. . McKee v Grove....,, ~'''°" 413
Should not deferentiate between ten-
ants and freeholders............ Woods v Brighton.... . 375
Township high school different from 1
grade school ... .. T s ) .Beck v Jefferson .., . == 167
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS, COUNTY
Appeals to. See Appeals, supra
Broad discretionary powers in conneec-
tion with issuance of certificates....Oelke v Spencer....., . .. 437
Cannot determine validity of contraect.
See Contracts
Decision of appeals............ ... .. Colburn v Silver Lake,, == 381

For powers in revoeation of certificate.
See Certificates, Teachers

May consult superintendent of publie
instruction and through her the at-

torney general ...................
May do no more than the board on
B D O e o :

TEM.!HI-?'HS, SCHOOT,
Aect in loeco DAL OIS e e Tt e

Dismissal of : _
soard of directors has original juris-

5144 (T OB o A S S S
Charges must be sustained by evi-
T O P e s i N o o
Charges must be specific. ..........
County superintendent has appellate
Jurisdiction ...................
KITOUNARILOT . . olv bvives v oo siadll A s

Colburn v Silver Lake i e e la YRR
Heath v Iowa....., . =~ 416
Watkins v Empire, " 203
Munn v Soap Creek.,, "~ 427, 430
Harwood v Charles by 368
Kletzing v Montour., . = 125
Broadhorn v Cochran. Sk e e 400
Byrne v Struble...,. . . —~~"° 454
Kletzing v Montour., . . = 425
Jones v Ocheyedan.... . . 441
Thompson v Jasper: i . L0 374




TI’]'I'IU\'

DECISIONS INDEX INDEX 560

PAGE
Sheafe v Center.......co0c. .. 398
Kletzing v Montour........... . 425
Walter v Odebolt.........ccc.. 489
Must be clearly sustained by evi-

QONCO; . i s als s 45 o oo rme e Nl Appleton Park v Pleasant Grove. 382
Right of self defense when attacked

DY: NAXuly: pupils il i sateaosrerat Banks v Servoss............. .. 0610
Investigation must be full and fair. Appleton Park v Pleasant Grove. 382

Hudgens V. INO, 1ABet % vcaneas 423
Sheafe v Center.......ccceeses 398

Notice to teacher in time to prepare
AOLONBA ;. i Bt At T Sheafe v Center............... 398
Jackson v Steamboat Rock.. ... . 417

Appearance at trial waiver of no-

BLCOL i, 5o o) mreteiata s shs akivavatoloita St inis Maxwell v Lincoln.,........... 394
Entitled to time for defense....... Hudgeng v N o L. e e e, 423
Sustained when illegal or unjust...Kletzing v Montour............ 425
Sustained, when not.............. Hudgens W INO.; 10. ctiecciosinsines 423
Teacher should be shielded from, if

POSSIbIG . svsnraa % 5 s e u T MeMillan v Waveland.......... 414

Entitled to' assistance of board...... Sheafe v Center ... isunninas 398
MecMillan v Waveland.......... 414
Thompson v Jasper............ 374
N{}t required

L'o do Janitor ‘WOrK. . . v.ceesanss.- Cormaek v Liineoln............. 379

To tmﬂh subjects not in contraet...Jones v Ocheyedan............ 441
Salary a question for board......... Donald v South Fork........... 377
Should *not use unsuitable or unusual

punishment ........ccovevuuee . .Jackson v Steamboat Rock...... 417
Unqualified person cannot enter into

valid contract to teach............E ivans v Hamptons...:.qcvsasa 494

TRANSPORTATION
Advisable in rural schools, when...... Strike v Dseland® k... .oaarat 476
Diseretionary - when not required by
% AR <SFTT WO ¢ e T Togland - v. HAXAY:. « ccciesecansss 503
Holecomb v New Oregon........ 488
Diserimination and abuse of discre-

WLOBE e oty o s eravetn e e Rote ol Tegland v Hardy. cceefeassesse: 203
Distance eonsidered with age and road

CONAITION * |, 4 .- aritars S RO T P et S0 A g D S A o O A o 484
Distance unreasonable and obstructed

by natural obstacles............... WOrden vV CRSS S s o o sl olalsa ok 492
Dual responsibility of parents and

DOATA. 5o oee s TOISEEC S b oDt M 4 .Holecomb v New Oregon........ 488
Duty of parents in regard to......... SREA "V + IPIIQIBREE . L ol ebe sioieripoimip 283
Not feasible 1n amul district.. ...« .. Erickson v Coburg............. 461
Required when distance unreasonable. .Holecomb v New Oregon........ 488

Blovins' v Burrall’ . satais s ey sl 500

Quigley v Indian Creek No. 2... 515
When schoolhouse is destroyed.. . .. ... A\rnold v Richland............. 456
Where additional schools are not ad-

visable anecoc F R AL AT e et Ve e lalatalnt ars

........................

iiiiiiiiiiii

\H’I‘{t‘l]ll’.‘.‘llt tu II:M' tnl vear and not

Tevokable In absence of fraud...... Worden v CasB, .« qeaaesssiasas 492
Guardianship—residence ............MeMakin v Sutherland......... 218
1 aW must lll_" HI]'iwtlr [':]Inplilwl t\'i”l to

colleet: ...... PRSNGSRt b 75 1- 52 13§11 (s SRR W Rl & S o L
Residence thpvmla on ]HtEIIt ......... Harker v Oxtord.: .o« 490

Willer v Moville. .. ... ..o 0eeen 519







AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

A -

3 1723 02121 4507




